Development Management

APP REF No.

20250/APP/2026/1488

DELEGATED DECISION

- Please select each of the calegories thal enables this applicalion fo be
determined under delegafed powers

- Cntenia 1 to 5 or criteria 7 fo 9 must be addressed for all categories of
spplication, except for applicafions for Centificates of Lawfulness, elc.

APPROVAL RECOMMEMDED: GENERAL

Select an Option

1.

Mo valid planning application objection in the form of a pefition
of 20 or more signatures, has been received

2. Application complies with all relevant planning policies and is
acceptable on planning grounds

3. | There is no Committes resolution for the enforcement action

4. | There is no effect on listed buildings or their settings

5. | The site iz not in the Green Belt (but see 11 below)

REFU3AL RECOMMEMNDED: GENERAL

The delegation powers schedule has
been changed. Interim Director of
Planning, Regeneration & Public Realm
can determine this application

Case Officer:

Signature:

Date:

G. Application is contrary to relevant planning policies/standards

¥. Mo petition of 20 or more signatures has been received

&. | Application has not been supported independently by a person/s A delegated decigion is appropriate and
9. | The site iz not in Green Belt (but see 11 below) the yecommnesudation,

RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

10. | Single dwelling or less than 10 dwelling units and/or a site of
less than 0.5 ha
11. | Househeolder application in the Green Belt

conditionz/reasons for refusal and
informative's are satisfactory.

Team Manager:

COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL AND RETAIL DEVELOPMENT Signature:
12. | Change of uze of retail units on site less than 1 ha or with less
than 1000 =q. m octher than a change involving a loss of A1 uses Date:
13. | Refuzal of change of use from retail class A1 to any other use
14. | Change of use of indusirial units on site less than 1 ha or with

les= than 1000=g.m. of floor space other than to a retail use.

CERTIFICATE OF LAWFULNESS

The decision notice for this application
can be issued.

[y I o 0 O

15. | Cerificate of Lawfulness (for proposed use or Development)

16. | Cerificate of Lawfulness (for exisfing use or Development)

17. | Cerificate of Appropriate Alternative Development Director ! Member of Senior

CERTIFICATE OF LAWFULNESS Management Team:

18. | ADVERTISMENT CONSENT {excluding Hoardings)

19. | PRICR APPROVAL APPLICATION Signature;

20. | OUT-OF-BOROUGH OBSERVATIONS

21. | CIRCULAR 18/84 APPLICATION Date:

22| CORPSEWOOD COVEMNANT APPLICATION

23. | APPROVAL OF DETAILS

24| ANCILLARY PLANMING AGREEMEMNT (5106 or 5.273) where MOME OF THE ABOVE DETAILS
the Heads of Terms have already received Committee approval a‘;.?ﬁéﬂsaggpsﬁt' HRERs

25. | WORKS TO TREES

26| OTHER (please specify) 1of 12




A

Item No. Report of the Head of Development Management and Building Control
Address: FONES CLINIC MARKET HOUSE HIGH STREET UXBRIDGE
Development: Installation of extraction system, following the removal of the existing
extraction unit, provision of outdoor seating, amendments to fenestration

LBH Ref Nos: 20250/APP/2026/1488
Drawing Nos: MHHHUBS8-01 Location Plan

MHHHUBS8-01 Existing Plans & Elevations

MHHHUBS8-02 Proposed Plans and Elevations

Design & Access Statement

Heritage Statement
Date Plans received: 07-07-26 Date(s) of Amendments(s):

Date Application valid 07-07-26

SUMMARY

Planning permission is sought for the installation of extraction system, following the removal of the
existing extraction unit, provision of outdoor seating, amendments to fenestration.

The application submission is lacking detail and the shopfront changes are considered to be
inappropriate. Whilst the outdoor seating area would be considered acceptable in the town centre
context, the proposed extractor flue on the rear elevation would have a detrimental effect on the
character and appearance of the grade II* listed building and the setting of the adjacent grade II*
listed church. In turn the development proposal fails to preserve and enhance the Old Uxbridge
Windsor Street Conservation Area.

Taken together, the proposed shopfront alterations and extractor flue would cause moderate to
substantial harm to the character, appearance and setting of the heritage assets. The harm is not
outweighed by public benefits. Consequently, the application is recommended for refusal.

RECOMMENDATION
REFUSAL for the following reasons:

1. NON2 Reason for Refusal - Heritage Impact

The proposed shopfront alterations and extractor flue, by reason of their inappropriate siting, scale,
design and visual prominence would be harmful to the character and appearance of the Grade II*

listed building and harmful to the setting of the adjacent Grade II* listed Church of St. Margaret and
would fail to preserve or enhance the character and appearance of the Old Uxbridge Conservation
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Area. The development proposed would fail to harmonise with the historic local context, thereby
resulting in moderate to substantial harm to the designated heritage assets. This harm would not
be outweighed by public benefits associated with the proposal. The proposal is therefore contrary
to Policies BE1 and HE1 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part One (2012), Policies DMHB 1, DMHB 2,
DMHB 4, DMHB 11 and DMHB 12 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part Two (2020), Policies D3 and
HC1 of the London Plan (2021) and Policy HEG of the National Planning Policy Framework (2026).

INFORMATIVES

1. 152 Compulsory Informative (1)

The decision to REFUSE planning permission has been taken having regard to all relevant
planning legislation, regulations, guidance, circulars and Council policies, including The Human
Rights Act (1998) (HRA 1998) which makes it unlawful for the Council to act incompatibly with
Convention rights, specifically Article 6 (right to a fair hearing); Article 8 (right to respect for private
and family life); Article 1 of the First Protocol (protection of property) and Article 14 (prohibition of
discrimination).

2. I LBH worked applicant in a positive & proactive (Refusing)

In dealing with the application the Council has implemented the requirement in the National
Planning Policy Framework to work with the applicant in a positive and proactive way. We have
made available detailed advice in the form of our statutory policies from the Local Plan Part 1,
Local Plan Part 2, Supplementary Planning Documents, Planning Briefs and other informal written
guidance, as well as offering a full pre-application advice service. We have however been unable to
seek solutions to problems arising from the application as the principle of the proposal is clearly
contrary to our statutory policies and negotiation could not overcome the reasons for refusal.

153 Compulsory Informative (2)

The decision to REFUSE planning permission has been taken having regard to the policies and
proposals in the Hillingdon Local Plan Part 1 (2012) and Part 2 (2020) set out below, including
Supplementary Planning Guidance, and to all relevant material considerations, including The
London Plan (2021) and national guidance.

DMHB 1 Heritage Assets

DMHB 2 Listed Buildings

DMHB 4 Conservation Areas

DMHB 7 Archaeological Priority Areas and archaeological Priority Zones

DMHB 11 Design of New Development

DMHB 12 Streets and Public Realm

DMHB 13 Shopfronts
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3.1

3.2

3.3

DMT 6 Vehicle Parking

DMTC 1 Town Centre Development

LPP D13 (2021) Agent of change

LPP D14 (2021) Noise

LPP D3 (2021) Optimising site capacity through the design-led approach
LPP D8 (2021) Public realm

LPP HC1 (2021) Heritage conservation and growth

LPP SD6 (2021) Town centres and high streets

CONSIDERATIONS

Site and Locality

The application site forms part of the Grade II* listed Market House in the Old Uxbridge Windsor
Street Conservation Area. It is not original to the building, but it forms part of a pair of modern
inserted shop fronts at ground floor level on the eastern side of the structure. The site is located
within Uxbridge town centre and Primary Shopping Area, within an Archaeological Priority Area and
has a PTAL rating of 6a.

Proposed Scheme

Installation of extraction system, following the removal of the existing extraction unit, provision of
outdoor seating, amendments to fenestration.

Relevant Planning History

20250/ADV/2017/137 1 MARKET HOUSE HIGH STREET UXBRIDGE

Shopfront restoration to include new painted fascia sign, new pavement sign and window
graphics

Decision: 12-03-2018 Refusal

20250/APP/2017/4485 1 MARKET HOUSE HIGH STREET UXBRIDGE

Shop front restoration including the repainting of various external surfaces in preparation for hand
painted front fascia sign (Application for Listed Building Consent)

Decision: 12-03-2018 Refusal

Comment on Planning History

The relevant planning history is listed above.
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4.

Advertisement and Site Notice

4.1  Advertisement Expiry Date: 19th August 2026
4.2  Site Notice Expiry Date: Not applicable

Comments on Public Consult

13 neighbours were consulted on 15-07-26. A site notice was posted on 28-07-26 and a newspaper
advert placed on 29-07-26.

North Uxbridge Residents Association has written in objection:

1) The Market House and St Margarets are quintessentially Uxbridge and the chimney clashes with
the architectural heritage of the building and therefore does meet the conservation requirements for
this street. We want to see the architectural heritage of the street protected.

2) The pavement to the side of the Market House is used by pedestrians. Placing tables there will
block this path.

3) The application is short on detail, (no dimensions) and inaccurate in its portrayal of the building
and the current trade taking place on the premises.

OFFICER COMMENTS
The Residents Association's comments are noted. These matters are discussed in the main body of
the report.

LBH CONSULTEES

- Conservation officer

The building is grade II* listed. As such any works would require Listed Building Consent. This has
not been applied for and is necessary. The as existing and as proposed drawings are inaccurate
and lack detail. The as proposed shopfront is not shown in any detail and partly hidden behind the
pillar. To the rear the left had window is shown as blind. This is not the case and the 6/6 sash is
clearly in position. A window further to the left below the pediment is blind but this is not on the
drawing. No roof plan has been provided to show the flue extract position. No drawing shows any
existing extract system which it is claimed to be replacing. We would not object to the principle of
the use to be a cafe (we note this has now happened), nor would we object to outdoor seating.
However the proposed extract system would be most harmful to the character and appearance to
the listed building. It would cover a window, attach additional fixings to the elevation and introduce a
detrimental and out of keeping fixture to the rear elevation. It would therefore harm the character
and appearance of the listed building. This would also harm the setting of the adjacent grade II*
church. The level of harm to the market house would be a moderate to high level. The impact on
the setting of the church would be a moderate level. As both heritage assets are grade 1I* we do not
believe that the public benefits would outweigh this harm. In addition we would note that the existing
signage does not have listed building consent. The signage to the fascia is of poor quality and
appears to be bending off at various locations. In addition there are 2 large signs which cover the
transome lights. This is completely inappropriate and out of keeping with the listed building and
should be removed. An application for a revised advertising strategy is required.

- Highways
There are no identified issues with this application, hence there is no objection raised.
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- Noise specialist

Sufficient information has been provided by the applicant to make a recommendation on noise and
odour. It is recommended that no objection is made on noise or odour grounds subject to the
inclusion of suitable conditions which should be met based on the design information provided and
considering measurement and prediction uncertainty. Operational noise: With regard to the noise
impact of the proposed development on existing premises: 'For the lifetime of the development
hereby permitted the rating level (LAr) of noise caused by its operation shall not exceed: 40 dB LAr
15 min for any fifteen-minute period between 2300 and 0700, and 50 dB LAr 1 hour for any one-
hour period between 0700 and 2300, determined one metre free field external to any window or
door of any permanent residential, or equivalently noise sensitive premises, in accordance with
'Methods for rating and assessing industrial and commercial sound' British Standards Institution
BS4142 2014.' Reason To ensure that occupants would not be exposed to noise caused by the
permitted development that would be likely to cause an adverse effect on their health and quality of
life with windows fully open for the purposes of ventilation and cooling. Informative It is considered
that a condition based on fixed noise levels is consistent with noise and planning policy by relating
external noise levels to the point at which adverse effects on health and quality of life start to be
observed. The limit values are intended to be consistent with the evidence base that is reflected in
guidance: 'Guidance on Sound Insulation and Noise Reduction for Buildings' BS8233 2014. This is
combined with the assessment principles and procedures detailed in guidance: 'Methods for rating
and assessing industrial and commercial sound' British Standards Institution BS4142 2014." This is
used to set reference time periods for the assessment and adjust measured or calculated LAeq
values for character as detailed in BS4142 to determine the rating level. Odour With regard to
odour: 'For the lifetime of the development hereby permitted, all elements of the kitchen extract
system shall be installed, retained and maintained in accordance with the design submitted,
showing the extract discharge point at least one metre above roof level, and the manufacturer's
instructions'

EXTERNAL CONSULTEES

- Historic England

Historic England provides advice when our engagement can add most value. In this case we are
not offering advice. This should not be interpreted as comment on the merits of the application.We
suggest that you seek the views of your specialist conservation and archaeological advisers. It is
not necessary to consult us on this application again, unless there are material changes to the
proposals.

Local Plan Designation and London Plan

The following Local Plan Policies are considered relevant to the application:-

Part 1 Policies:

PT1.BE1 (2012) Built Environment
PT1.HE1 (2012) Heritage

Part 2 Polices:

DMHB 1 Heritage Assets
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DMHB 2 Listed Buildings

DMHB 4 Conservation Areas

DMHB 7 Archaeological Priority Areas and archaeological Priority Zones
DMHB 11 Design of New Development

DMHB 12 Streets and Public Realm

DMHB 13 Shopfronts

DMT 6 Vehicle Parking

DMTC 1 Town Centre Development

LPP D13 (2021) Agent of change

LPP D14 (2021) Noise

LPP D3 (2021) Optimising site capacity through the design-led approach
LPP D8 (2021) Public realm

LPP HC1 (2021) Heritage conservation and growth

LPP SD6 (2021) Town centres and high streets

In addition: The proposed development would be assessed against the following plans

and all other relevant supplementary planning guidance and documents:

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2026)

The London Plan (2021)

Local Plan: Part 1 - Strategic Policies (2012)

Local Plan: Part 2 - Development Management Policies (2020)
Local Plan: Part 2 - Site Allocations and Designations (2020)

The proposed development has been assessed against the policies and
proposals in the Hillingdon Local Plan Part 1 (2012) and Part 2 (2020), the
London Plan (2021) including Supplementary Planning Guidance, and all
relevant material considerations and national guidance including the National
Planning Policy Framework.

Emerging Planning Policies

Policy DM4 of the National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) 2026 states
that '1.When preparing and considering development proposals, relevant
policies in emerging development plans may be given weight according to:

a. The stage of preparation of the emerging plan (the more advanced its
preparation, the greater the weight that may be given);

b.The extent to which there are unresolved objections to relevant policies (the
less significant the unresolved objections, the greater the weight that may be
given); and

c. The degree of compliance of the relevant policies in the emerging plan with
the policies for plan-making in this Framework (the closer the policies in the
emerging plan to the policies in this Framework, the greater the weight that
may be given to them).
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7.1

Draft London Plan (July 2026)

The GLA are consulting on a draft new London Plan between 16th July and
15th October 2026 with the intention of replacing the previous versions of the
existing London Plan. Following the consultation, the draft London Plan will be
subject to an independent Examination in Public before final adoption,
expected in early 2028.

As the unresolved objections have not yet been submitted and published for
decision-makers to review, limited weight can be afforded to the Draft London
Plan (July 2026) at present.

MAIN PLANNING ISSUES

Impact on the amenities of the occupiers of neighbouring residential properties
IMPACT ON NEIGHBOURING INCLUDING NOISE AND ODOUR

Policy DMTC 1 of the Hillingdon Local Plan Part 2 (2020) requires that: in relation to proposals for
'town centre uses' these are consistent with the scale and function of the centre; that the
development has adequate floorspace and servicing arrangements and the policy also seeks to
protect residential amenity.

The existing use falls under the category of sale of food and drink principally to visiting members of
the public where consumption of that food and drink is mostly undertaken on the premises, which is
a Class E retail use.

Policy DMHB 11 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part Two (2020) seeks to ensure that development
proposals do not adversely impact on the amenity, daylight and sunlight of adjacent properties and
open space.

Policy D13 (E) of the London Plan (2021) states that: '‘Boroughs should not normally permit
development proposals that have not clearly demonstrated how noise and other nuisances will be
mitigated and managed."

Paragraph 3.27 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part 2 (2020) notes that evening and night time uses
can contribute to the vitality of town centres, and make town centres feel safer by increasing activity
and providing passive surveillance.

Paragraph 3.29 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part 2 (2020) states that planning applications for
evening and night time uses will need to demonstrate that the proposed use will not result in
adverse impacts, particularly on residential amenity or result in an unacceptable concentration of
uses.

The proposed restaurant is within the town centre and High Street includes a variety of uses,
including shops, restaurants and food and drink establishments. In this context, it is considered that
residents in this location would inevitably expect some noise and disturbance. This context is
particularly pertinent because the use would be located within an area that is already characterised
by a variety of other such uses.
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7.2

Had the application been recommended for approval, details of the odour control system would
have been requested for full consideration.

As detailed in section 5, the Council's noise and odour specialist has been consulted and no
objection is raised subject to conditions that restrict noise levels.

Based on the above assessment, subject to further detail and conditions, the development is
unlikely to impact on neighbour amenity.

Impact on Street Scene
CHARACTER, APPEARANCE AND HERITAGE IMPACTS

Policy HE6 of the NPPF states - 1. When considering the potential effect of a development proposal
on the significance of a designated heritage asset, substantial weight should be given to the asset's
conservation (and the more important the asset, the greater the weight should be). This is
irrespective of whether any potential effect amounts to a positive effect, harm, substantial harm, or
total loss of its significance. 2. Development proposals which would have a positive effect on a
designated heritage asset should be supported.3. Any harm to a designated heritage asset will be a
matter of considerable importance and weight, which should be dealt with in accordance with
paragraphs 4 to 6 of this policy. 4. Where a development proposal would harm the significance of a
designated heritage asset the effect on the asset and its significance should be weighed against
any public benefits resulting from the proposal. Important public benefits can include securing the
long-term reuse of a vacant or underused listed building, and enabling energy efficiency and low
carbon heating measures to be employed. 5. Where a development proposal would cause
substantial harm to, or the total loss of, the significance of a designated heritage asset, consent
should be refused unless it can be demonstrated that the harm is necessary to achieve substantial
public benefits that outweigh the harm or loss, or if all of the following apply: a. The nature of the
heritage asset would otherwise prevent all reasonable uses of the site; b. No suitable use for the
heritage asset itself can be found in the medium term through appropriate marketing that will enable
its conservation; c. Conservation by grant-funding or some form of not for profit, charitable or public
ownership is not possible; and d. The harm or loss is outweighed by the benefit of bringing the
asset back into use. 6. Within this context, development which would cause substantial harm to, or
the total loss of, the significance of grade Il listed buildings, or grade Il registered parks or gardens,
should be exceptional; while development which would cause substantial harm to, or the total loss
of, assets of the highest significance, notably scheduled monuments, protected wreck sites,
registered battlefields, grade | and II* listed buildings, grade | and II* registered parks and gardens,
and World Heritage Sites, should be wholly exceptional.

Policy HC1 of the London Plan (2021) Part C states - Development proposals affecting heritage
assets, and their settings, should conserve their significance, by being sympathetic to the assets'
significance and appreciation within their surroundings.

Policy SD6 of the London Plan (2021) Part A states - The vitality and viability of London's varied
town centres should be promoted and enhanced

Policy D3 of the London Plan (2021) states that: Development proposals should: D1) enhance local
context by delivering buildings and spaces that positively respond to local distinctiveness through
their layout, orientation, scale, appearance and shape, with due regard to existing and emerging
street hierarchy, building types, forms and proportions;and, D6) provide active frontages and
positive reciprocal relationships between what happens inside the buildings and outside in the
public realm to generate liveliness and interest.
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Policy BE1 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part One (2012) states that all new developments should
achieve a high quality of design in all new buildings and the public realm contributes to community
cohesion and a sense of place. Policy HE1 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part One (2012) states that
the Council will conserve and enhance Hillingdon's distinct and varied environment, its settings and
the wider historic landscape, which includes the designated heritage assets such as statutorily
Listed Buildings, Conservation Areas and Scheduled Ancient Monuments.

Policy DMHB 1 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part Two (2020) states the Council will expect
development proposals to avoid harm to the historic environment.

Policy DMHB 2 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part Two (2020) states - A) Applications for Listed
Building Consent and planning permission to alter, extend, or change the use of a statutorily Listed
Building will only be permitted if they are considered to retain its significance and value and are
appropriate in terms of the fabric, historic integrity, spatial quality and layout of the building. Any
additions or alterations to a Listed Building should be sympathetic in terms of scale, proportion,
detailed design, materials and workmanship.

Policy DMHB 4 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part Two (2020) states that new development,
including alterations and extensions to existing buildings, within a Conservation Area or on its
fringes, will be expected to preserve or enhance the character or appearance of the area. It should
sustain and enhance its significance and make a positive contribution to local character and
distinctiveness.

Policy DMHB 11 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part 2 - Development Management Policies (2020)
states that all development will be required to be designed to the highest standards and incorporate
principles of good design.

Policy DMHB 12 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part 2 - Development Management Policies (2020)
advises that development should be well integrated with the surrounding area.

The provision of outdoor seating would be read in the context of the town centre which is
considered to be acceptable.

The proposal includes amendments to fenestration. Judging by the floorplans, the columns have
been inaccurately drawn. The elevations are also inaccurate as windows are shown without
detailing and appear to be out of proportion to the existing.

The description of development refers to the removal of an existing extraction unit, however this
element is not shown on the existing drawings and having visited the site, officers did not observe
the existence of an existing flue on the rear elevation.

The proposed flue on the rear elevation would result in the blocking of a first floor window (which is
inaccurately shown on the elevation drawings as being an existing blank window). Details are
lacking however the flue would be 45cm wide, 8m inheight with a 1.5m projection above the Grade
II* listed building. The design and access statement indicates the flue would be wall mounted. Side
elevations are not provided nor is the flue shown on the ground floor plan. The rear elevation
drawing however suggests the flue would project above s brick wall however it is unclear if this
element is part of the application site or neighbouring unit.

The proposed extractor flue would introduce a visually prominent utilitarian feature that would be

highly visible along the street scene which falls within the designated Old Uxbridge Windsor Street
conservation area. Its stark appearance with likely a galvanised steel material would be an
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7.3

74

7.5

incongruous feature in this setting and would significantly harm the character and appearance of
the conservation area and the character, appearance and setting of the Grade II* Listed Buildings
(application site and adjacent church). It would also inevitably impact upon the historic fabric of the
listed building.

As detailed in section 5 of this report, the Council's conservation officer has raised an objection.
The proposed development would result in moderate to substantial harm to the heritage assets.
Whilst the proposal would support the use of the unit in the town centre, the public benefits of that
would be far outweighed by the identified harm to the heritage assets.

Traffic Impact/Pedestrian Safety
HIGHWAY SAFETY

Policy D8 of the London Plan (2021) states development proposals should: K) ensure that street
clutter, including street furniture that is poorly located, unsightly, in poor condition or without a clear
function is removed, to ensure that pedestrian amenity is improved.

Policies DMT 1 and DMT 2 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part Two (2020) require the Council to
consider whether the traffic generated by proposed developments is acceptable in terms of the local
highway and junction capacity, traffic flows and conditions of general highway or pedestrian safety.

Policy DMT 5 Part A of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part Two - Development Management Policies
(2020) states - Development proposals will be required to ensure that safe, direct and inclusive
access for pedestrians and cyclists is provided on the site connecting it to the wider network.

Policy DMHB 12 of the Hillingdon Local Plan: Part Two (2020) states - A) Development should be
well integrated with the surrounding area and accessible. It should: i) improve legibility and promote
routes and wayfinding between the development and local amenities; ii) ensure public realm design
takes account of the established townscape character and quality of the surrounding area; iii)
include landscaping treatment that is suitable for the location, serves a purpose, contributes to local
green infrastructure, the appearance of the area and ease of movement through the space; iv)
provide safe and direct pedestrian and cycle movement through the space.

It is noted that the cafe on the other side of Market House provides outdoor seating. Whilst the
proposed outdoor seating area would restrict pedestrian access around the ground floor colonade
of the building during operating hours, pedestrian safety would not be impacted on. As detailed in
section 5 of this report, the Highway Authority do not raise an objection.

Carparking & Layout

Not applicable.

Urban Design, Access and Security Considerations
URBAN DESIGN

See 'Impact on Street Scene' section.
ACCESS

Not applicable.

SECURITY

Not applicable.
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7.6 Other Issues
No other issues are identified.

8. Reference Documents

The National Planning Policy Framework (NPPF) (2026)

The London Plan (2021)

Local Plan: Part 1 - Strategic Policies (2012)

Local Plan: Part 2 - Development Management Policies (2020)

Contact Officer: Christos Chrysanthou Telephone No: 01895 250230
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